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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Administration

ATTENTION : Mr., John N. McMahon, Associate Deputy Director
for Administration

SUBJECT ¢ Request for OGC Opinion by Mr. John McMahon
Regarding Possible Violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1905
or 5U.5.C. § 552a

1. Mr. McMahon requests an opinion from Office of General Counsel as
to whether his referral of information consisting of allegations of possible
criminal activity by a member of Congress to the FBI may have constituted a
violation of the above-cited statutes as suggested by a letter from Representative
Robert L. Leggett to Attorney General Levi.

2. It is the opinion of OGC that Mr. McMahon did not violate the Privacy
Act [5U.S.C. § 552a] or 18 U.S.C. § 1905 when Mr. McMahon referred the
information he received to the FBI. OGC is further of the opinion that Mr,
McMahon may have been under an affirmative obligation to report such
allegations to the Department of Justice pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 535,

3. Mr. Leggett suggests that subsection (b)(7) of the Privacy Act pro-
hibits any release of information to a criminal law enforcement agency unless
said agency requests the information in writing and specifies what information
they wish to receive. It is clear from the legislative history of the Privacy Act
and from the language of the Act that subsection (b)(7) applies only to those
cases where a criminal law enforcement agency unilaterally seeks information
from other federal agencies. The purpose of subsection (b)(7) is to limit
so-called "fishing exhibitions" and/or informal investigative activity under-
taken by law enforcement agencies. To accomplish this purpose, the Privacy
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Act requires that when such law enforcement agencies, on their own behalf,
seek information they are to specify the type of information they need and

to formalize the process by making the request in writing, signed by the

head of the agency or unit. This section, however, does not absolve govern-
ment officials of the affirmative duty to report allegations of or evidence of
criminal activity to the appropriate law enforcement authority. The guide-
lines published by the Office of Management and Budget, pursuant to sub-
section (6) of the Privacy Act, state that while blanket requests from law
enforcement agencies for records pertaining to an individual are not permitted

[a] record may also be disclosed to a law enforcement agency at the

initiative of the agency which maintains the record when a violation

of law is suspected; provided, That such disclosure has been estab-
lished as a "routine use" ..., [40 F.R. 132, page 28955] .

The CIA, in its "Notice of Systems and Records" published in the Federal
Register August 28, 1975 [40 F.R. 168, page 39778], has published such notice
of "routine use" applicable to all record systems. Further, in the debate on this
measure in the House of Representatives, the floor manager of the bill, Congress-
man William S. Moorhead, explained that

[i]t should be noted that the "routine use" exception is in addition
to the exception provided for dissemination for law enforcement
activity under subsection (b)(7) of the bill .... [Congressional
Record November 21, 1974, p. H10962] .

4. Further, 28 U.S.C. § 535(b) requires that

[a]lny information, allegation, or complaint received in a depart-
ment or agency of the executive branch of the Government
relating to violations of Title 18 involving Government officials
and employees shall be expeditiously reported to the Attorney
General by the head of the department or agency ....

Assuming that members of Congress are included within the definition of
Government officials or employees, it would appear that Mr. McMahon was
under an affirmative obligation to assure that the allegation he received was
reported to the Department of Justice,
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5. Finally, it would appear that Title 18, section 1905 is inapplicable
to this matter. Section 1905 relates to information in the nature of financial
records or trade secrets coming to a government agency in the course of
official business. The purpose of section 1905 is to prohibit government
employees from disclosing confidential financial information to unauthorized
parties. It does not appear that a report of an allegation of criminal activity
to an authorized law enforcement agency could possibly contravene 18 U.S GTATINTL
§ 1905. :

Assistant General Counsel
Freedom of Information and
Privacy Law Division

Attachments
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credit conditions that exist not only ih this
country, but throughout the world? West

~-Gérmany has the banking system that per-
" haps most nearly resembles our own. There
is some evidence to suggest that the debacle
concerning the colilapse of Bankhaus Her-
atatt was in part due to the lack of coordina-
tion between the independent bank regulator
and the central bank, the Bundesbank. In
” our own country, we apparently came peril-

ously close to some major difficulties'in the
* ‘Franklin' Nattonal. Bank episode because of

the Comptroller of the Currency. i
Finally, 1t would. be the Fed. that. would
‘be called upon to provide the funds to al-

.. .leviate any difficulties ln the system. '

' On the other hand, almost dally new fears
about the banking system are articulated.
It matters not that these expressions are not

~ well-founded. And ‘it i3 a coraméntary on
our times that:reassurances from those in

. —authority tend to .aggravate rather than

ameliorate. The truth is that the credibility

“of our banks, our banking system. and 1ts
. regulators have been dealt. serious, blows.

* Our banking system, in the final analysis,

- rests on confidence, and restoration of con-
«fidence 1s the paramount. objective. .
Therefore, notwithstanding the very valid
- reasons for allowing the Ped to become the
principal regulator, we belleve thdt, on bal-
ance, a fresh sfart is” the best path. We
" endorse the House and Senate proposals that
- 'would establish a new federal banking coms=
" mission, to be composed of five or more in-
"dependent members appointed by the Presi~
dent and confirmed by the Senate serving
staggered- terms. We endorse the proposald
that would amalgamate all of the regulatory
powers now vested In.the Fed, the Comp-
froller of the.Currency and the FDIC into
this commission.” . . . T
- At the same time, it becomes mandatory
. that the Federal Reserve and this new agency
maintaln effective lialson. It is not necessary
that governors of the Fed be commissioners
of the new agency, but an effective mecha-
nism will have to be created to insure a cons

‘tHnuous flow of information and dialogue’

between both agencles, -

{ Finally, we  recommend In the strongest
possible terms that the nucleus of the new

. . agency. be the current regulatory system and
-~ staft now employed at the Federal Reserve.

E LETTER TO ATTORNEY GENERAL
© .. .. EDWARDH. LEVI . @ .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under s

previous order of the House, the gentle-

man from California (Mr. LEGGETT) is

recognized for 30 minutes. .- .

- Mr, LEGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I have
asked for this special order today to
simply read into the House RECORD & let-

ter I am sending today to Attorney Gen- -

eral Edward Levi concerning the sa-
lacious material that appeared in the
Washington Post last week:

- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, -

Washington, D.C.,, February 25, 1976.

Hon. Epwarp H, Lev, E .
Attorney General, Department of Justice,
Washington, D.C. ’ -

DEeAR MR, ATTORNEY GENERAL! T regret that

netther you nor your Deputy Attorney Gen- -

ernl Tyler have returned my telephone ecalls
of yesterday. As has been indicated in the
press, I was thunderstruck respecting the
diabolic charges reported by Maxine Cheshire
and the Washington Post last week,

" . Allegotions of bribery are tdiotic and false,

I have not accepted, have not been offered
any cosh or thing of value from the Korean
government or any representative thereof at
anytime, : :
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Tyler last Thursday, end he repo to me
that the Cheshire article appeared be ex-
cessively melodramatic, that there was an in-
vestigation of myself and a number of others
that he did not precisely describe, but that
I had to recognize that your agency gets all
of the b.s, from around the U.S. and that 00
percent of it is just that. Tyler responded
when. I attributed Justice action solely to
Maxine Cheshire as followa: “Not just that,
but the C.I.A. and the Church Committee on
C.I.A. in the Senate." Lt

I subsequently reviewed that matter with
Senator Church and his staff director, Bill
Miller, and thelr counsel. Fritz Swartz, With=
out quoting verbatim the conversations held
with the Senate Committee, it appears that
an Informant by the name of Willtam Cor-
son, ' co-editor of Penthouse Magazine, had

_provided some" National Press Club gossip

concerning an employee of the House of Rep-"
resentatives and had suggested some far-
fotched ideas-of his own respecting myself
and others. The Senate Comumittee. staff
thought the matter bizarre and referred Cor-
son to the C.I.A. and the Justice Department.
The Committee staff did report the matter
%o Deputy Attorney General Tyler, not think-
ing the matter of particular significance or
the. SBpeaker of the House would have been
immediately notified. . E .

"I subsequently spoke with Mr. Willlam
Corson and . discovered that he had never
been interviewsd directly by your Depart-
ment, but that he - had talked to the C.I.A.

While you apparently made  your deter-
mination to proceed with the investigation
at the highest level and on the most sensi-
tive of information, I apparently interviewed -
your star witness before you had the op--
portunity. Mr, Tyler did indicate: that  he
would move forward with the investigation
~with all delliberate speed, recognizing the
possible injury to my reputation, I took a .
ten-page statement from Corson over\the
telephone, a large portion of which was cor-
‘roborated by Leo Rennert of the Sacramento
Bee: The bottom line was that Corson had no
information of any wrong doing on ray part.
Mr. Corsoa is a Penthouse editor, and I can
understand how his stature demands certain
consideration and respect,

I next called the C.LA. and determilned

that Corson had given to Mr. John Mc-Mann

Ry
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by government if widely disseminated would
violate the rights of individuals to privacy.
Other reasons for confidentialtty in govern-
ment go to the effectiveness~—and sometimes
the very existence—of important governe
mental activity.” - .
..M. . Throughout itg history our soclety
hes recognized that privacy is an essential
condition for the attalnment of human dig-
nity—for the. very development of the in-
dividuality we value—and for the preserva-
tlon of the soclal, economie, and political
welfare of the individual, Indizeriminate ex-
posure to the world injures lrreparably the
freedom and spontaneity of human thought
and behavior, and places both the person
and property of the individual tn’ Jeopardy.”
“As a result, protections against unware

ranted intrusion, whether by the Clovern-- -
ment or the public, have become an essentlal . -

feature of our legal system.” . . .

- % .. Confidentiality is thus a prerequisite
to the enjoyment of the freedoms we value
most. The effective pursult of soclal, eco-

nomie, and political goals  often demands

privacy of thought, expression, and action.
The legal rights created in recognition of
that-need undoubtedly infringe on the more
generalized right of the soclety as a"whole to
know. But the absence of these legal rights
would deprive our soclety of the quality we
prize most highly,” :
“T'he. rationale for confidentiality does not
disappear when applied to governmunt,”
- *. .. The Supreme Court addressed the
point when 1t said: ) ‘ ’
‘It has generally been held that the First

-Amendment does not guarantee the press a

constitutional right of special access to in-
formation not available to the public gen-
-erally . . . Despite the fact that news gather-
ing may be hampered, - the press is regu-
larly excluded from grand Jury proceedings,
our own conferances, the meetings of other
official bodies gathering in executive session,
and the meetings of private arganizations.” ”

_“ .. The rationale for confidentiality in .

his regard was stated by Attorney General
Robert Jackson in 1941 in decliniing to re-

lease investigative reports of the ¥Federal ‘

Bureau of Investigation ‘which awere de~
manded .by & congressional committee. The
Attorney General wrote: )

(D) isclosure- of -the reports would be of

-m—am—*”serlous prejudice to thé future usefulness

8 similar story w“ﬁ—ram"" Im%ﬁ%m;ﬂof ihe Federal Bureau of Investigation, , , '

Church Committee, bul difere
story he gave to Rennert and myself, that
McMann referred Corson to the F.B.X. since
.8 domestio matter was involved. The C.I.A.

sald_through Mr. George CLrg, thetr Legisla-
five-Counsel > that~they~had ng ille on this

matter .whatsoever “until:»Corsoncame . in..,
They-denled that they today have a filé, The "

© Church Committee has no file. The C.I.A,

did pass on to the F.B.I. the Corson material

1y since Corson for some unkown reason did not
I want to talk to the F.B.I directly. This last

action probably was in violatlon of Title 18,
U.S. Code, Section 1903 and the regulation
promulgated thereunder 28 C.IWR. 735 and
“Title 5, U.S.C.A. 562a.

Based on this information and perhaps
other Press Club bar gossip, your agency took

" action. But the problem is this—before your

investigation s even off the ground, it

. appears that someone in the Department of .
Justice advised Maxine  Cheshire and the.
Washington Post of your contemplated in-
vestigation or the same is solicited by Che-
shire and lo and behold, 1t seems to me we
have probably two Federal crimes—the giv-
ing and receiving of ‘unauthorized Informa-
tlon in violation of ybur regulations and the
Privacy Act.

I know you are concerned with Confi-
dentiality and Democratlc Government be-~
cause I read your article in Vol. 30 N.Y, Bar
323 from last June. You stated: .

. One reason for. confldentiality, for
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*“. . . Disclosure could infringe on the pri-
vacy of those mentioned in the reports and

might constitute ‘the grossest kind of injus~

tice to innocent individuals. Mr. Jackson ob-
served that ‘investigative reports Include
leads and suspicions, and sometimes even
the statements of malicious and misinformed
people,’ and that a ‘orrection never
up with an accusation.'”

Now having determined your position on

-fairness, I would respectfully again call your
" attention to the following laws: :

* Title 18, U.8. Code reads as follows:
“Whomever, belng an officer or employes

of the United States, or of any Department

or Agency thereof processes, divulges, dls,

- closes, or makes known in any manner or

to any extent not suthorized by law any
Information coming to him in the course
of his employment or officlal cuties or by
reason of any examination or Investigation
made by, or return, or repart, or record made
to or filed with, such department or agency

o ofiicer or employee thereof, which informa- ,

tlon concerns or relates to the Trades Secrots
processes, operations, style of work, or ab-
stracts, or to the identity, confldentia) statls-
tical data, amount or source of any informa-
tlon, profits, losses, or expenditures of any
person, firm, partnership, corporation or ag~
sociation; or permits any incomse return or
copy thereof or any book containing any
abstract or thereof to be seen
00200
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vided by law; shall be fined not more than
$1,000 or imprisoned not more than a year,
or hoth; and shall be removed from office or
employment.” , :
The Regulations.promulgated thereunder,
28 C.F.R. 45.735, read as follows: .o
““No. employee (Departmént of Justice).

‘ shall use for financial gain for himselt or

for another person, or make any other im-
proper use of, whether by direct action on
his part or by counsel recommendatbion. or
suggestion to another person, information

" which comes to the employee by reason of

his status as a Department of Justice em-
ployee and which has not become: part of
the body of public Information.” - 4

“Law enforcement Investigatory material

1s not exerapt from the restriction on dis- -

closures clause of the statute nor from re-
quired accounting provisions, (5 U.8.C. 562a
(b): () (1), (2): (1)). The restrictions on

. disclosure clause provides that:

No agency shall disclose any record which

. 1s contalned in any system of records by any

means of communication to any person, or
to another agency, except pursuant to a writ-
ten request by or with the prior consent of,
the Individual to whom the record pertains
unless disclosure of the record would be—

(1) to those offeers and employees of the
egency which maintaies the record who have
& need for the record In the performrance
of thetr dustes: - . : )

(7) to ‘another agency or to an instru-
mentality of any governmental jurisdiction
ment activily if'.the activity is authorized
States for a elivil or criminal law .enforce~
within or under the control of the United
by law, and ¥ the head of the agency or In-
strumentality has made 8 special request
to the agency which mainteins the reeord
specifylng the particular portion desired and
the law enforcement activity for which the
record Is sought; . : :

£9) to either House of Congress,-or, to the
extent of matter within 1ts Jurisdiction, any
<committee or subcommittee thereof, any
Joint committee of Congress or subcommittee

: . of any such Jolnt committee; (B U.8.C. b52a
b A =

- 552a(l) Criminal Penalties,

For any” dlsciosui’es. the agency is re-
quired to account for dissemingtion of any

- information. (5 U.8.C. 552a(c)).

I would particularly call to mind: 5 U.8.0.

“Any officer or employee of an agency, who
by virtue of his employment or official: post=
tlon, has possession of, or access to, agency
records- which contain Individually identi-
flable Informatlon the disclosure of which is
prohibited by this section or by rules or reg-
ulations established thereunder, and who
knowing that the disclosure of the specific
Inaterial Is so prohibited, wilfully discloses
the material in any manner to any person or
agency not ‘entitled to receive it, shall-be
gullty of & misdemeanor and fined not more

" than 85,000,

*(2) Any officer or employee of any agency
who willfully maintains a system of records
without meeting the notice requirements of
subsection (e) (4) of this section shall bhe
gullty of a misdemeanor and fined not more

' than $5,000.

*(3) Any person who knowingly and will-
fully requests or obtains any record concern-
ing an individual from an agency under false
pretenses shall be guilty of n misdemeanor
and fined not more than $5,000.”

I would respectfully suggest that a person’

or pérsons in Justice have committed g high
misdemeanor and on more than one og¢casion
in revealing information concerning your In-
vestigation, - :

I am prepared to file whatever aflidavits

-&re necessary with respect to the violations
© of which I am complaining, ’

Mr. Attorney General, in light of your deep
concern for Civil Rights of all citizens,
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you plan to take to protect my rights after
these false allegations have leaked from your
Department. . - .
As was said In Othelo: “Good name in man
and woman, dear 'my Lord, is the immediate
Jewel of their souls; who steals my purse,
steals trash; i'ls something, nothing, t'was
mins, t'is his and has always been slave to
thousands, but he that filches from me my

“good name robs me of that which not en-

riches him, and makes me poor indeed.”
X look forward to an early reply.
Very sincerely, c
. ) - ROBERT L. LEGGETT, )
.~ Member of Congress.
THE FBI AND DOMESTIC INTEL-
" LIGENCE ACTIVITIES .
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Connecticut. (Mr. Dopp) is
recognized for 10 minutes; . - !
- Mr, DODD. Mr. Speaker, the Iouse
Judiclary  Subcommittee on Civil and
Constitutional Rights, on which I have
the privilege to serve, has been holding ™
continuing -oversight hearings into the
domestic intelligence activities of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Yesterday, the chief of the General
Accounting Office—GAO . Comptroller
General Elmer B. Staats, presented to
our subcommitiee the results of an in-
vestigation by his agency indo these FBT
actions, - o
I want to take this opportunity to
cammend Comptroller General Staats
and his dedicated staff for the superior
professional quality of their report to
this' subcommittee. They have labored
diligently ovér the past year under diff-
cult circumstances in order to provide us
with the first extensively documented
analysis of the FBI's domestic intelli~
gence operations. T

-~ 'The details of this repbrt are no longer

shocking: Americans are well aware of

-the- llegal actlvities performed by the

Bureau in the past—the Cointelpro Op-
erations; the maintenance of unwar-
ranted files on innocent individuals; and
the extensive investigations of persons
assoclated with so-called exiremist or
subversive groups without & prior deter-
mination of an individual’'s substantial -
bropensity for violence or clear evidence
of the “probability” of the commission of -
a Federal crime. - . )
* But.these details remain ditsurbing,
and this sense 1s deepened by the exten-
sive evidence provided in the GAO report
of poor management techniques and
vague, or nonexistent, guidelines for de-
cislonmaking ‘authority within the Bu-
rean regarding these illegal practices.
However, it is my bellef that we must

not dwell upon the past. It will serve

no constructive purpose to continue to
discredit the FBI, We must not focus
upon the mistakes of the past for that
sake alone. Rather we must utilize the
lessons-of our past experience as a tool
for shaping the future of our domestic
Intelligence operations:

First, Congress must clarify its rela-
tionship with the Federal Bureaw of In-
vestigation. The Bureau should be Dro=
vided with speeific directives setting forth

An detail the types of permissible
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requisites for the initiation of these ac-
tivities. There must exist an unobstructed
exchange of information—with appro-
priste security provisions—between the
Bureau and Congress. A balance must be

struck between the constitutional re- =

sponsibility of Congress to exercise over-
sight on FBI operations and the FRI's
central role in fighting crime and pro-~
tecting our national security.

The refusal by the Denartment of Jus-
tice and the Federal Bureau of Investi-

_gation to permit the General Accounting

Office, the research arm of Congress, to
have even limited access to FBI investi-.
gatory files in order to verify their find-

- ings for this subcommittee amplifies the

.distrust which exists between Congress
and these: agencies—a distrust which
may not he wholly without justification.
To foster a more- productive relation-
ship, Congress must gét its own house
in:order. We must honor the security ar-
rangements made to control the use and
_dissemination of- information shared
with Congress, and where such arrange-
ments do not extst we must formulate
them without delay. - :

JFurthermore, we cahnot éxpect the
Bureau to effectively and efficiently re-
spond to the numerous identical requests
for information by several congressional
committees. Congress must decide which
commitiee- will have primary oversight
responisibility for the FBI. The House :
Judictary Subcommittee on Civil and -
Constitutional Rights chaired by my dis- -
tinguished colleague, Mr.. Enpwarns of
California, has exercised longstanding
legislative oversight responsibility for the
Bureau and should be mandated with the
sole responsibility for contlnuing this
effort, Only then can Congress effectively
carry out its oversight function and at
the same time permit the Bureau to focus
its attention on a regular working rela- -
tionship with one committee. -

Second, it is essentia) for Congress to
‘clearly delineate the Attorney General’s
overall supervisory
activities conducted by the FBI. As re~
cently as 2 weeks ago, Attorney General -
Levi testifled before this subcommiittee
that he would not accept complete and
final responsibility -for ¥BI operations.
Mr, Levi admitted that as Attorney Gen-
eral he must.exercise general supervision
over FBI activtties but he refused to ac-
cept final authority for the scope and di-
rection of all FBI intelligence operations.
Itis imperative for Congress to crystallize
this' relationship- between the Depart.-
ment-and the Bureau, We must know
which activitles the Attorney General
permits the FBI to conduct without di-
rect supervisory control. And we must
revise existing statutes to more clearly
mandate the Attorney General’s respon-
sibility for all the activities conducted
by this powerful agency. .

Third, the FBI must demonstrate its
willingness to cooperate with this reform
effort by re-examining Its own internal
organizational structvre and operations.
The Burean must consider measures
which go beyond e Yimitation on the
Direetor's tenure. They should evaluate
the existing method of training FBI
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§ 535. Imvestigation of crimes involving Government officers
and employees; limitations

(a) The Attorney General and‘ the Federal Bureau of Investigation
may investigate any violation of title 18 involving Government offi-

(1) notwithstanding any other provision of law; and

}

I

’ cers and employees—
i

(2) without limiting the authority to investigate any matter

which is conferred on them or on 3 department or agency of the

Government.

(b) Any information, allegation,

of the department or agency, unless—

(1) the responsibility to perform an investigation with re-
spect thereto is specifically assigned otherwis

sion of law; or

(2) as to any department or agency of the Govérnment, the
Attorney General directs otherwise
class of information, allegation, or complaint.

(¢) This seéi-:ic;nndoes not limit—
(1) the authority of the military departments to investigate
persons or offenses over which the armed forces have jurisdic-
tion under the Uniform Code of Military Justice (chapter 47 of

title 10); or

(2) the primary authority of the Postmaster General to in-

vestigate postal offenses.

Added Pub.L. 89-554, § 4(c), Sept. 6, 1966, 50 Stat. 6186.

Historical and Revision Notes

Ravisexr’s Notes

Wnited States Code
b U.8.C, 8ila

Explanatory Notes,

The sectfon Is reorganized for clarlty
and continuity.

In subsection (n), the word “may”
is substitut:d for *“shall have authority”,
The word “is” 1s substituted for “may
have been or may hereafter be”.

Deorivation:

In subscction (c), the words “This sec-
tlon does net limit” ave substituted for

Revised Statutes and Statutes at TLarge
Aug. 81, 1954, ch. 1143, § 1, 68 Stat. 998,

“that the provisions of this scction shall
not lmit, in any way". The words
“(chapter 47 of title 10)” are added after
“Uniform Code of Military Justice” to
reflect the codifientlon of that Code in
title 10, United States Code.

Library References

Attorney General &0,
United States G140,

Notes of

1. Xurpose

Even If special leglslation might em-
power court to force prosecutions in
some circumstances this section pertain-
ing to investigatlon of erimes involving
Lovernment officers and employees dis-
closed no congressional intent to alter

traditlonal scope of Attorney General's

C.J.S. Attorney General §§ 5, 8.
C.J.8. United States §§ 38-40.

Decisions

discretion so as to permit federal court
to order prosecution. Powell v. Iat-
zenhach, 1063, 359 X.2a 234, 123 T.
8.App.D.C. 250, certiorar! denied 86 S.Ct.
1341, 384 1.8, $06, 16 L.pd.2d 350, rchear-
ing denled 86 S.Ct. 1584, 38¢ V.8, 967, 18
L.1d.2a 679,
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or complaint received in a depart-
ment or agency of the executive branch of the Government relating
to violations of Title 18 involving Gover
shall be expeditiously reported to the

nment officers and employees
Attorney General by the head

e by another provi-

with respect to a specified
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- Privacy Act of.1974
Notice of Systems of Records |-

Notice is hereby given that the Central Intelligenge Agency in ac- -
cordance with 5 U.S.C. 552a(eX4) and (i1
Act of. 1974 (Public Law 93-579), proposes to adopt. the notice of
systems of records set forth below. Any person interested in this
notice may submit written data, views, or arguments- to the Privacy
"Act Coordinatory..Central Intelligence Agency, Washington, D.C. -
20505, on or befors September 15, 1975._ i
received from- the public through such date: will be. considered by

- the Central Intelligence Agericy before adopting a final notice.

Effective date. This notice shall be effective August

Dated: August 21,-1975. - - o

- < i JOHNF.BLAKE = - .
Deputy Director for Administration

it
R

- o

e : - o . <

- "= STATEMENT OF GENERAL ROUTINE USES . e

"l The following routine uses. apply to, and ate incorporated by

'| reference into, each system of records set forth below. . | .

.. 1. In the event that a system of records maintained by the Cen~
tral Intelligence Agency.to carry out its functions indicates a: viold--
tion or potential violation of law, whether civil, ¢riminal or regula-

L tory in-nature;, and. whethier atising by general statute or particular
program pursuant thereto, the relevant records in the. systemr—of.

| records may be referred, as a routine use, to the approptiate agen-
€y, whether Federal, state; local or foreign, charged with: the

responsibility.. of -investigating- or. prosecuting. such. -violation' o

-charged with enforcing or implementing. the stanne; or nile, regula~

- tion. or order. issued pursuant. thereto, . - - T

~ 27A.record from: this. system of records may be-disclosed.-.as:a

routine- use, to- a- Federal, state or local, agency maintaining, civil, -

tinent information; such as current licenses, if necessary- to obtain
*information relevant.to-a Central Inteiligence. Agency decision con-
' geming the - hiring. or retention -of an employee,
", security clearance, or the letting of a contract. : .
. 3. A record. from this system.of records- may. be_disclosed, as a
. .-routine use, to a Federal agency; in- response to its.request, in con-
nection with the hiring or retention of an employes; the issuance of
* & security- clearance, the reporting of an investigation- of an- em-
ployee, the letting of a contract, or the-issuance. of a license, grant;
.. ~or other beneiit by the requesting agency, to the extent that the . .
- formation is relevant and necessary to the- requesting: agency’s deci-
sioi: on the matter. -~ - . LI e T
4. A record from this. system of records may be disclosed, as. a
.. .- routine use, in the course of presenting. evidence to a coust, magis-
-~ " trate or administrative tribunal,. including disclosures -to opposing
counsel in the course of settlement negotiations. e T
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), Section 3 of the Privacy™

All written comments .. .

28,1975, . .. 4 Lo
= “3 Personal Property Claims Records—CTIA-18.. o

" criminal - or. other relevant' enforcement information- or other per~ - -

the issuance of a- . .
‘ = 7 Central Intelligence Agen?.‘fy‘ ’

™ - Categories  of records Tn the systems
. logged on each-assigned pProgramiming, or

t

e Leaming Center Student Files—_TA-9
ifications Register—CIA-10
. = Legal Subject Records—CIA-5. :

- ..- Liaisor Contact Files—CIA-53 . .

- . Library Open Literature Ready Reference File—ClA-42
"Logistica. Security Clearance Records—CIA-20 - -
Manpower Controls System—CIA-29 o
Medical Facilities and Physicians—CIA-36
Modemn Language Aptitude Test Scores (MILAT)—C
©ccupational Accident Report Records—CIA-55

", Off-Campus Instructor Applicant Files—CIA-7 - )
Office of Joint. Computer Support Training and Skills .
Inventory—CIA-2 S - o T
Parking. Permit Files—CIA-16 .- - :

Y
s Y

.-llf

Polygraph Files—CIA-23
" Privacy Act Requesters—CIA-21 . - ] e
- Private-Attomey Panel—CIA4 .. - R -
Pro;esso:_g.qnd Placement Officers-of Selected Colleges—Cl
A L C . '.-,_4_ ) .- ";-
" . Prospective Contributors for the Collection of Foreign - °
© < i Intelligence—~CIA-33 . . - .. : I
" Psychological Test Data Files—CIA-37
Publications about CIA—-CIA-39 = -
. Security Analysis Records—CIA-56.
- . Security Duty Office Events Reports—~CIA-SE:
. Security Reco - .
“Soviet-U.S, Contacts File—CIA-45 R
- -~ Special Clearance. System—CTA-52
" Supplemental Personnel (Soft) Files—CIA-24.
Supplemental Personnel (Soft) Files—CIA-25
Supplemental Personnel (Soft) Files—-CIA-26
- " Supplemental Personnel (Soft) Files—CIA-27.
- Supplemental Persormel (Soft) Files~CIA-28.
-..Vehicle Operators. File—CIA-17 . .

ClA—L. - .o _
ivision: Tracking Syatem, .-

- L

= -

- - -

System names Applig‘:aﬁdns
Systent location: .

- Washington, D.C. 20505, R R
* Categories of individuals covered by the systems. Agency. and’ cos
- tract employees; employees of contractor supporting Office of Joix
- Comput=r Support, currently or formerly - assigned to . computs
- software’ development, or matenance. projects in  Application
Divisior., . . i ' o
Docunientation. of hous
] overhead rroject: N
-, Authority for' maintenance. of the system:' Section- 506(a),. Feden:
 Records Act of 1950 (44U.S.C., Section 3101). S
-~ Routine uses of records maiutained. by the system,-Including catege
rigo of users and the purposes of such’ uses: Used by Application

s - - ) - o ¢ . A
. 'RECORIF SYSTEM : LA .. Division staff for periodic reporting to Applcations Divisio
-Academic Relations File—CIA46 - : - - ‘m2nagement man-hours expended to develop-assigned programmin
) Agency Training Record—CLA-2- N - . Projects and overhead hours. Used for- tracking 'the. usage an
N - Applicant Files—CIA-30- ST e .- Scheduling of alllresources for developing sot:mare.. -
Applications. Division, Tracking System--CTA-1 ) . . Used to’substantiate hours spent by cantr‘,:fg,tor persounel on bil
Briefing Program File—(CTA-43- P o~ . .. _"lable contractual activity. ” : LT ' .
. .Career Trainee Files—CIA-5— oL _ Policies ractices for storin sovi ccessing. retai
" Central Badge System—CIA-54 X : and disposii.;‘io(preco:;: i: u; sytg?;: {e@?’mg' ® g 'mt_ami.“g
. CIA Authors File—CIA40 . N Tl " Sto e: Magnetic disk. Car T : :
— Clinical and Psychiatric Files (Applicants)—CIA-35 . _ororage: Magn B T .

- . Clinical and Psychiatric. Files (Employees)—CIA-34 - 7 Retrdevability: Name and employee pumber.  ~  * -7
Computer Access File—CIA-3 . o T Safeguards: - Lirnited ‘to specifically -designated ‘and. cleared per
Congressional Liaison Records—CTIA-38 T ..  sonmel . - T R o
Consultant and Independent Contractor-Records~~CTA~32 "~ __Retention and disposal: Records are- efnsed when hours of activit:

) Cufxl:lrent Employedes axlx: Former E)mploi::es (official Persoanel “are no-longer needed by management. ~ . . . & .. A ‘
. oL es and records related thereto —CIA-31 - ' . - System v L :
— =" Cryptographic Access File~CIA-48 h el manager(s) and address:

.

~Directorate of Operations Records System—CIA-49 .
Employee Grievance Folders—CIA-15.. ST *
Equal Employment Opportunity’ Complainamt Records—~CIA-14"
Equipmeat and Supplies Accountability Records—CIA-19

 External Training Files—CIA-12 S ..
Foreign Map Source Files—CIA-~44
Financial Records—CIA-50
Freedom of Information Act

Reguesters—CIA-ZZ e

N -

—Inquiries to:
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Central Intelligence Agency

- Washington. D,C. 20505, , : o

_ Notification procedure: Individuals secking to learn if this systex
of records contains information about them should direct thed

»

Director, Office of Joint Computer S'uppon:

Privacy Act Coordinator y o
‘Central Intelligence Agency



